10/30/70 


Dear Gary, 


I’ve just completed the rough fradt in too clothing/pic tures suit, my 
response to what toe government, calls its "answer". It is about 7,000 words and 
I ve not read it. I finished it J just before supper, which gave my mind a few 
minutes to wander back: over it. 


As I did, a few ideas began to take form. I am not at all certain 
of. their validity, but as of now no more plausible explanation suggests itself. 

You will recall toat 1 d escribed tneir paper as false, incompetent and 
lacking in toe traditional formalities, like asking dismissal of iny complaint 
alleging it to be without merit, a asking it for more information, etc. 


. I think it foolish to assume the government can be nothing but incomoetent 
Taajs is not to say that they never are or tnat in tnis case tuey were not. 

Nor is tne- re no way of life for them other t nan falsehood, 

^ So, I ask myself why. One of the things that suggests itself t- me i - 

tna y tm a is tiie case ta<? nave selected to go to court with and that they prefer 
it to be tne first. There are reasons th: government could find attractive and one 
of tnem traces back to what you referred to in quoting what Clark told Crosby about 
the panle report and the need to threaten subpena. (Which, as I should have told 
you, ought not be true, if you've read the Letter Agreement, wnich does provide o 
for access to just such bodies, without anyone f s permission reouired. ) 

This case differers from theo there in that it is restricted narrowly 
and to, essentially, the GSA-family agreement. Without that there is no shred of 
reason for denying me what I seek. Of course, they intend suppression, but I am 
addressing legal reason. My limited interest is in the clothing and pictures of it. 


What can make this the case on wnich the goverbraent may ?/snt to go to 
trial first are these things: 

I f 11 have to be my own lawyer, \ 7 hich lays the odds heavily their way. 

The basis for everything is in toe previous administration. All the 
arrangements were made by the Democrats and the/ esn and undoubtedly will say 
is that all they are doing is abiding by existing deals and commitments. 

They can pin everything on Bobby and, to a degree the living Teddy. They 
can saddle the name Kennedy with all responsibility, and remember, it is for the 
suppression of evidence dealing with th- assassination of the brother and .the 
official investigation - when ®obby was AG, whether or not connected with tnat 
investigation. 

Tne rest tney can lay to Gi&rk, and I think they will make tne effort, 
-^his had struck me as a possibility much earlier, one of tn- reasons I sougnt a 
number of ways of approaching aim before writing him. And there can be little 
defense of Clark, who was AG when this deal was made and ?/ho misrepresented his 
own panel 1 s findings-aft er suppressing them a year. T^us it seemed to me that 
Clark's narrow, self-interest lay in at least being an nonest witness for me 
wnere the area is narrow enough. I had hoped for- no more, though ^ think that 
more would be good for him. A^cl the country. 


Whether or not right, these things make sense to me. It mierht te a good 
idea if you discuss than with % yea. If he would find time to look at what I 
have in this narrow tning only, it would be comprehensible and it should be to 
Clark, too... Clark will never do woat he should offer to do, be co-counsel with me. 
But that is where his salvation lies. 


s 


?His position will also be bad when the King book is out. ^gain, he 
would not respond, gave me no options, and severely as I deal with aim, it 
is not nearly as tough as is justified, he is wearing hoove's saddle and strangely 
doesn’t feel tne sores. So, he’ll bear noover’s blame in the long run, too. I 
really think he intehds well but in history ne will be a villain. I tnink he’ll 
be unwilling to consider this now. 

Meanwhile, all those on tne operating level under him are in tne 
same positions now. They know all there is to know and, you can be sure, have laid 
tneir own backtracks. They’ll pin it on him* Their futures no longer depend on him- 
rather on nis enemies. 

*.*I expect Jerry beginning in about two hours. It is rsinigg and I 
hope ne is more careful than I have any reason to expect, ne is not yet an 
experienced driver* however, the one time he followed me, when he nad just 
begun t^ drive, he did very well* 

. r ...A strange and inexplicable thing happened with the government’s 
'’answer". I have to keep after ®ud/Jim, so as soon as I glanced at this I phoned 
Jim* he said he’d go to the court this a.m. and read it there. He didn’t phone 
so just before his leaving time 1 phoned him. It turns out that the government 
didn’t file any papers with tae court. I think this puts us in a position to 
move immediately for a default judgement, but 3ud’§ detachment threw that away. 

If they’d checked this yesterday, which they should have and as we’d discussed a 
week ago, they have the paper already drafted for me. It is but a single sheet. 

I could havebeen there for the opening of court thi3 morning and it could have been 
an automatic victory. I am not saying there was no avenue of appeal or anything- 
like teat. But I am saying that when the response was not filed in the co yurt 
witnin 60 days tne government did default. 

T suppose it is just as good thst I have anxiety, for I don’t have to 
worry about it developing, do I? 


Sinceraly 


